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TREASURY APPROPRIATIONS/Abortion Fringe Benefit, Life-Rape-Incest

SUBJECT: Treasury, Postal Service, and General Government Appropriations Bill for fiscal year 1996 . . . H.R. 2020.
Nickles amendment No. 2153 to the committee amendment on page 2, line 14.
ACTION: AMENDMENT AGREED TO, 50-44
SYNOPSIS: As reported, H.R. 2020, the Treasury, Postal Service, and General Government Appropriations Bill for fis

year (FY) 1996, will provide $23.1 billion in new budget authority (BA) for the Department of the Treasury, Post:
Service, Executive Office of the President, and various independent agencies. This amount is $367 million less than the ar
provided in FY 1995, $42 million less than in the House-passed bhill, and $1.8 billion less than requested by the Clir
Administration.

The committee amendment on page 2, line 14, would make a noncontroversial change.

The Nickles amendmentvould bar the use of funds appropriated by this Act to pay for abortions, or the administrative expen:
in connection with any health plan under the Federal Employee Health Benefit (FEHB) program which provides any benefit
coverage for abortions, unless: the life of the mother would be endangered if the fetus were carried to term; or thevgasgnanc
the result of an act of rape or incest.

Those favoringthe amendment contended:

We have finally reached the issue on which we should vote. First, the debate is not about the constitutionality of abgtion, th
if it were many of us would support a constitutional amendment to ban abortion. Second, it is not about the legality)phvilteirtio
has never been decided by Congress, though if it were many of us would oppose passing a national law to legalizésitndthird, it
about in any way restricting the reasons for procuring an abortion. If it were, we would talk about Americans' oppositior
sex-selection abortions and about their opposition to abortion for economic reasons. Fourth, it is not about at which stag
gestation an abortion may be obtained. If it were, we would talk about the frequency of late-term abortions, which moss Ameri

(See other side)
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erroneously believe are illegal. Fifth, it is not about deciding the morality of abortion. If it were, many of us woul@iargoe t

"right" exists to justify the moral wrong of taking an innocent human being's life, created in the image and likenessiste@dd. |

this amendment is about restricting Federal payment for abortion as an employee fringe "health" benefit to three very narrow
circumstances. Under the Nickles amendment, the Federal Government would not subsidize its employees' abortions unless their
pregnancies were the result of acts of rape or incest or unless their pregnancies threatened their lives. We belieSenhaabimost

oppose taxpayer funding of abortions beyond these 3 narrow circumstances. We are pleased that we have finally had the opportuni
to offer this amendment, and we urge our colleagues to give it their support.

Those opposinghe amendment contended:

The Senate just voted to strike the House amendment. That vote basically preserved the right of Federal women employees to
exercise the same complete freedom of choice as all other American women exercise. This amendment would reverse that vote excep
for two very narrow exceptions. If the Nickles amendment passes, Federal employees who are in very troubled pregnancies will be
forced to carry their pregnancies to term if they cannot afford to pay for abortions privately. In some cases, theytimi) tresjput
future physical health at risk; a woman at risk of paralysis, for example, would not have her abortion paid for undedthanamen
This decision is not one that Government should make. Each woman, with the support of her family and doctor, should make this
decision. Senators who support choice must oppose the Nickles amendment.



